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Dear Sin, 


FEXRHATEVER may have led your 
TW M thoughts to ſome enquiries, to you 

indeed of an unuſual nature, and in 
TM which you are defirous to obtain far- 
ther ſatis/aftion, you may be confident of ha- 
ving all the aſſiſtance in my power, and there- 
fore will excuſe this letter, if it ſhould rather 
exceed in length. 

J will not fo much endeavour to ſtate and 
determine what is ſcriptural in the doctrine of 
the trinity, with reſpect to ſentiment or language, 
as what is merely human. While the doctrine it- 
ſelf is allowed by all to be peculiar to revelation, 
and in it's own nature very difficult and myſte- 
rious, many unſcriptural niceties and diſtinctions 
have been made ule of by the pious and learned 
in expreſſing their conceptiohs of it. What 
thoſe various and contradictory modes of ex- 
preſſion are, and what their tendency hath been, 
are things well-known to perſons of much read- 
ing; and' it is a circumſtance on many accounts 
very deſirable, that others ſhould not be wholly 


unacquainted with them; eſpecially as ſuch 
A 2 know- 
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knowledge may lead to moderation and candour, 
and thereby more eſfectually promote the cauſe 
of truth and piety. Indeed, on ſuch a ſubject, 
the more clearly we diſtinguiſh what is of God, 
and what of man, the more ſalutary will our 
knowledge be. In order to this, I beg leave, 
Sir, to preſent to your view the ſentiments and 
expreſſions of the principal ancient and modern 
writers, as they are, in a great meaſure, col- 
lected together in Dr. Doddridge's Theologt- 
cal Lectures, 4to. pages 379—404. There the 
leading deſign of 7his letter is ſtated with pecu- 
har advantage. And though that book is more 
immediately calculated' for the uſe of ſtudents 
in divinity, yet its numerous ſubjects of enquiry 
are rendered ſo intelligible, even by its mathe- 
matical form of compilation, that I earneſtly 
recommend the whole of it to your attentive 
peruſal, Nor is this the mere reſult of my 
eſteem for the method in which my juvenile 
ſtudies were conducted, or for the name of 
Doddridge, though it is a name that will be ever 
dear to me, as long; as gratitude can influence, 

or the powers of recollection ſhall remain. 

Ihe firſt notice is due, on every account, to 
the moſt early chriſtian writers, particularly 
thoſe called apoſtolic fathers, and more eſpecially 
Clement, who is ſo honourably mentioned by St, 
Paul. | Phil. iv. 3.] They appear never to have 
uled any controverlial term or phraſe upon this 
ſubject; no, not ſo much as the word trinity 
itſelf, which, with many others, was the ſole 
in vention of their ſucceſſors. Their minds: were 
little difpoſed to ſuch a controverſy, as long as 
divine providence employed them in the infinite- 
iy more important cares of planting and wa- 
tering 


— 


tering infant-churches, and of preparing the n. 
ſelves and their converts for the moſt tremend5us 
ſtorms of perſecution and oppreſſion. Such was 
their artleſs ſimplicity, that not a few of their 
expreſſions concerning this doctrine would have 
been condemned as heretical, if they had lived 
till worldly proſperity too apparently cheriſhed 
in their ſucceſſors a diſpoſition to endleſs and 
unprofitable ſtrife about words. It was their 
excellence and happineſs to be deſtitute of thoſe 
refinements and inventions of after- ages, which, 
however adorned with ſcholaſtic and pompous 
modes of expreſſion, are in reality nothing more 
than unmeaning ſounds and ſolemn trifling, but 


have been productive of the molt pernicious 


conſequences. It was a glorious ſimplicity, ei- 
ther to ſatisfy themſelves with the very words 


with which the Holy Spirit hath clothed divine 


truth, or to allow one another the liberty of 
interpreting ſcripture in their own words. 

A 3 Though 

* An engliſh trapſlation of thoſe writers may he ſren in 

Archbiſhop Vat. Apo/lolic Fathers, — A new tranſlation 


of the Letter of Clement was lately publiſhed in Stor 
land.—** I cannot but take occaſion here, to exhort thoſe 


% who own and defend this doctrine, to leave off the too 


„ common practice of interweaving their own notiops 
1% with it, and to return again to the mere ſcriptyral ag- 
* count, reſting ſatisfied in the ſimplicity thereof. By 
« this way we ſhall be able more eafily and ſatisfactogily 
*« to defend this point, than ever we are like to do any 
* other way, For, I think, we ought to remember, that 
« God is uo further reſponſible for his own truths, than as 
© he hath revealed them in the bible, and clathed them there 
* in his own words and expreſſions. So that when we ex- 
© ceed theſe terms and boundaries, and borrow notions 
« and words, either from heathen philoſophers, or the 
cob- web ſpeculations of the ſchool-men, we ſhould. dy 
{ well to conſider, whether we be not defending an u- 
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Though this deviation from the excellent ſpi- 
rit and temper of the apoſtolic fathers, and from 
the ſimplicity of their writings, was not fo ap- 
arent during the ſecond century, yet ſoon after 
it became very diſtinguiſhing. It was moſt of 
all exemplifted in the writers a little before and 
after the time of the firſt general council, held 9 
at Nice, a city of Bithynia, in the year of our 5 
Lord 323, at which were preſent 318 biſhops. 4 
They generally ſpoke of the Son of Gop, as 
having had a glorious nature pre-exiſtent to his 
incarnation. They repreſented him, as derived 
| from the Father, and nevertheleſs fo partaking 
: of the Father's nature as to be called God of God, 
light of light, and they commonly illuſtrate this 
by the ſimile of one taper being kindled by 
another, and of rays proceeding from the fun. 
| This they explained by a greek word [ouocvown], 
j declaring their' view of Jeſus Chriſt, as of the 
ſame ſubſtance with the Father. And they 
reckoned it heretical to ſay, that Chriſt was 
| [epporovarer] Of lite ſubſtance with, or only a re- 


ſemblance of the Father. They alſo condemn- 
| ed 


46 ſcriptural trinity. And it is but too plain, what hurt 

| % men have done this way, from the various, yea and op- 

% poſite ſchemes they have given of this doQrine, by 

« deſerting or going beyond the plain ſcriptural account.“ 
| Fleming's Chriftology, Vol. i. page 190, 191. 


d « By the word epwouoiog, they meant, not of the 
«© {ame numerical, or individual ſubſtance or ſubſiſtence, 
| % but of the ſame generical ſubſlance or ſubſiſtence. As 
« among men, a ſon is owegvgi0; with his father ; that is, 
« of the ſame human nature, ſo, in their opinion, the Son 
| & of GoD is oyoovouo; With the Father; that is, of the fame 

% divine nature. But by the word opormuorc;, they meant, 
| 4 that Chriſt was of like ſubſtance, or like to bis Father 
*« in all things.” 42 

Fortin's Remarks on Ecelgſ. Hiſt, Vol. ii. page 207, 212+ 
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ed as heretical thoſe, who, either on the one hand, 
maintained there was but one nature; or, on 
the other, that there were two perſons in Chriſt. 
Under the ſame heretical cenſure they included 
thoſe, who aſſerted the Son to have been pro- 
duced by creation, or to be in the number of 
creatures, They ran into ſeveral other ſabrle- 
ties of expreſſion, by which they ſeemed to 
ftudy, rather to conceal, than to explain their 
ſentiments. And amidſt the obſcurity of their 
manner of treating the ſubject, they grew fo 
warm, as to anathematize, oppoſe, and even 
murther each other, on account of ſome or other 
of their unſcriptural phraſes. It is not therefore 
to be wondered at, that ſuch a conduct ſhoutd 
bring, as it did, a laſting reproach upon their 
common chriſtianity, both among Fews and 

Pagans. © 
The ſeveral partizans in ſo unhappy a conteft 
may be ranked under the following leaders ; 
with whom it will be no impropriety to connect 
a liſt of Engliſi divines, who are of the greateſt 
A 4 emi- 


© Socrates, the hiſtorian, preſerves an epiſtle of Con- 
Pantine to Alexander, the patriarch of Mlexana?/a, and His 
preſbyter Arius, in which the good emperor tells chem, 
„% The quarrel between you hath no reference to any of 
our eich, nor to any new appointment in the worſhip 
« of Gov. As you appear to be of one and the ſam 
** ſentiment, there is not the leaſt ſhadow of a plea 2 
intetrupting communion with each ather. What, there- 
„ fore, can be more unreaſonable, indecent, or impious, 
* than your contending with ſoch obſtinacy and acrimony, 
aof temper, about a matter of the moſt trifling nature“ 
[their different way of expreſſing themſelves concerning 
the divinity of Chriſt,] “ at the ſame time that ſuch 
„ multitudes of the people of Gop are under your di- 
«+ rection and determination in their moſt important con- 
40 cerns 2” 
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eminence for their writings on this ſubje&, and 
by which the affinity between the ſentiments and 
expreſſions of ancients and moderns may more 
ealily be traced. 

Photinus, Biſhop of Sirmium in the fourth 
century, like ſome others before him, ſeems to 
have aſſerted, that Chriſt was a mere man, and 
had no exiſtence before his incarnation. 

Neſtorius, Biſhop of Conſtantinople in the fifth 
century, held Chriſt to have two perions, as 
yell as two natures. | 

Eutychus, Abbot at Conſtantinople in the fifth 
century, aſſerted but one nature, as well as one 
perſon, in Chriſt, and taught that the human 
nature was abſorbed i in the divine. 

Macędonius, Biſhap of Conſtantinople in the 
fourth century, denied the Holy Spirit to have 
any proper divine ſubſtance, and repreſented 
him only as a created power, which was diffuſed 
over all other creatures. 

Sabellius, an African Biſhop in the third cen- 
tury, taught, that the Father, Son, and Spirit 
were only the names and offices of the ſame 
perſon, who was in heaven called the Father, 
on earth the Son, and, as exerting his power 
on the creation, the Holy Spirit. 

Arius, a\Preſbyter of Alexandria in the fourth 
century, held Chriſt to be only the firſt and 
moſt glorious creature of Gop, denying he had 
any thing that could properly be called a di- 
vine nature, any Otherwiſe than as any thing 
very excellent may, by a figure, be called di- 
yine; or as his delegated dominion over the 
ſyſtem of nature might entitle him to the name 
of Gop, He ſeems alſo to have thought, "te 

t : 
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the Spirit was another diſtinct inferior Being, 
created by the Son, but he did not employ 
himſelf much in this part of the controverſy. 
His ſentiments moſt- largely prevailed, and in 
ſome places and times ſeem to have almoſt en- 
tirely ſwallowed up thoſe of Athanaſius. * 

Apollinaris, Biſhop of Laodicea in the fourth 
century, thought, that Chriſt being one, it 
« was impoſlible that two perſons could be ſo 
united in him, as to make one perſon; and 
« from. thence he concluded, that in Chriſt, 
the Logos, or the divine word, ſupplied the 
„place of the human ſoul, % 

Athanaſius, Patriarch of Alexandria in the 
fourth century, like moſt of the fathers after 
the council of Nice, aſſerted three proper diſ- 
tinct perſons, entirely equal to, and independent 


upon 


4 Moſheim ſays, that Arius was invited to Conſtanti- 
% nople by the emperor Conſtantine, in order to greater 
„ preferment, and died there in a very diſmal manner, 
in the year 336.”—The tranſlator of Meſieim adds in 
a note the following words, ** After having examined this 
«++ matter with the utmoſt care, it appears to me extremely 
« probable, that this unhappy man was a victim to the 
*« reſentment of his enemies, and was deſtroyed by poiſon, 
„or ſome other violent method. A blind and fanatical 
„% zeal for certain ſyſtems of faith hath, in all ages, pro- 
« duced ſuch horrible ads of cruelty and injuſtice.” ?“ 

| Mofheim”s Eccles, Hiſt. Vol, i. page 340, 8vo. 


4 60 [pollinaris was a man much eſteemed for learning 
46 and piety.“ « ©: A , 
Fortin's Remarks on Eccles. Hiſt, Vol, ii. page 202. 


1% Apollinaris was a man of diſtinguiſhed merit, and 
* one whoſe learned labours had rendered to religion the 
„ moſt important ſervices, He defended ſtrenuouſly the 
% divinity of Chriſt againſt the A. ia. | 

** Moſhein's Eccles, Hf. Vol. i. page 344, 8v0. 
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upon each other, yet making up one and the 


e bei | 
Dr. Vaterland, Dr. Abram Taylor, and ma- 
ny other modern Athanafians, carried their no- 
tion of the diſtinct perſonality and ſupreme di- 
vinity of the Father, Son, and Spirit, to a very 
great height, and ſeemed to have imagined, 
that they ſufficiently ſupported the unity of the 
Godhead by aſſerting, that the Father, Son, and 
Spirit had each of them the ſame divine nature, 
as three or more men have each of them the- 
ſame human nature. They allowed many things 
to be inexplicable -in their ſcheme, which they- 
charged to the weakneſs of our ynderftandings, 
and not to the doctrine itſelf, 94129 

Biſhop Pearſon, Biſhop Bull, and Dr. Owen 
agree in opinion, that though Gop the Father is 
the fountain of deity, the whole divine nature 
1s communicated from the Father to the Son, 
and from both to the Spirit; yet ſo as that the 
Father and the Son are not ſeparate, nor ſepara- 
.þte, from the divinity, but do ſtill exiſt in it, 

and are moſt intimately united to it. | 
Mr. Howe ſeems to ſuppoſe, that there are 
three diſtinct, eternal Spirits, or diſtinct, intelli- 
gent 


f « Atlang ut was condemned by a council held at 
% Tyre, for having obtained the ſee of Alexandria by un- 
++ juſtifiable methods, and for other and worſe miſde+ 
„ meanors, if Phileflorgins may be credited, This hiſto- 
, rian, though a n the 4rian cauſe, yet freely 
*« cetſures Artus, where he thought him reprehenſible, 
* and therefore might be a fair relator of other points.“ 

Fortin's Remarks on Ecgles. Hef. Vol. ii. page 197. 

« We give ap St. Athartafius, He was, we think, nq 

«« ſaint, bat an enormous finner.“ | ; 
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gent hypoſtaſes ; each having his own diſtinct, 
ſingular, intelligent nature, united in fuch an 
inexplicable manner, as that (upon account of 
their perfect harmony, conſent, and affection, 
to which he adds their mutual ſelf- conſciouſneſs) 
they may be called the one Gop, as properly as 
the different corporeal, ſenſitive, and intelligent 
natures may be called one man. | 

Dr. Clarke's ſcheme is, that there is one ſu- 
preme Being, who is the Father, and two ſub- 
ordinate, derived, and dependent Beings. But 
he waves calling Chriſt a creature, as Arius did, 
and principally on that foundation diſclaims the 
charge of Arianiſm. 

Mr. Baxter ſeems to have thought the three 
divine perſons to be one and the fame Gon, 
Underſtanding, Willing, and Beloved 'by him- 
ſelf ; or Wiſdom, Power, and Love; which he 
thinks illuſtrated by the three effential formali- 
ties (as he calls them) in the foul of man; viz. 
vital, active Power, Intelle&, and Will; and 
in the Sun, Motion, Light and Heat. | 

Archbiſhop Tillotſon, Dr. Wallis, and many 
others, thought the diſtinction between the three 

rſons was only Modal, coinciding with the 
— ſentiment of Sabellius. 3 


Dr. Thomas Burnet maintained one ſelf. exiſtent 


and independent, and two dependent Bein Sz 
but aſſerted, that the two latter are fo united t 
and inhabited by the former, that, by virtue of 
ſuch union, divine perfections may be aſcribed, 
and divine worſhip paid to them. _ 
Dr. Watts maintained one ſupreme Gor dwel- 
ling in the human nature of Chriſt, which he 
ſuppoſes to have exiſted the firſt of all creatures. 


0 
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He ſpeaks of the Logos, or divine Word, as 
the Wiſdom of Gop, and the Holy Spirit as 
the divine power, or the influence and effect of 
it; which he ſays, is a ſcriptural perſon, that is, 
ſpoken of figuratively in ſcripture under perſo- 

nal characters. | 
Dr. Doddridge laid down and defended the 
ſix following propoſitions.—That the glorious 
erſon, who appeared in the world by the name 
of Jeſus Chriſt, did nor begin to exiſt, when he 
was conceived in the womb of his virgin mother, 
but had a being, not only betore that period, 
but before the creation of the world. That 
Chriſt was the perſon, in and by whom Gop ap- 
peared to men under the Old Teſtament, by the 
name of Jehovah.— That the names, titles, at- 
tributes; works and honours, which are fre- 
quently appropriated to Gov, are, or ſeem to be, 
aſcribed to Chriſt in the ſcriptures —That Gon 
is ſo united to the deriyed nature of Chriſt, and 
doth ſo dwell in it, that by virtue of ſuch union 
Chriſt may be properly called Gop, and ſuch 
regards are due to him, as are not due to any 
created nature, or mere creature, be it in itſelf 
ever ſo excellent, —That divine names, titles, 
attributes, works, or worſhip are in ſuch a man- 
ner aſcribed in ſcripture to the Holy Spirit, as 
we cannot imagine would be uſed in ſpeaking of 
a mere creature, and conſequently he mult be 
poſſeſſed of a nature properly divine;—Alſo that 
the ſcripture repreſents the Divine Being as ap- 
pearing in, and manifeſting himſelf by, the diſ- 
tinct perſons of the Father, Son, and Holy 
Ghoſt, each of which hath his peculiar province 
in accompliſhing the work of our redemption 
DG an 
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and ſalvation, and to each of which we owe un- 
limited veneration, love and obedience. “ 


All 


t The Dr. proves the 5% of theſe fix propoſitions, by 
— John's ſaying the Logos was in the beginning with God, 
and afterward was made fleſh ;—our Lord's often aſſertin 
his coming diaun from heaven; — Paul's declaring Chrif 
emptied himſelf of ſome former glory ;—the Lord's appear- 
ing to 1/aiah, and the angel of God's preſence to Abraham, 
Jacob, Maſes, &c.—and the work of creation being ſo ex- 
preſsly aſcribed to Chriſt, 

The ſicond he proves, by referring to—the frequent vi- 
fible appearance of Fehowah the Gop of 1jrael ;—the in- 
viſibility of the Father ;— Jehovah's being expreſsly called, 
when viſibly appearing to men, the angel of the Lord, the 
captain of the Lord's hoſt, the angel in whom the name of 
God was ;—there being no hint of a plurality of perſons 
ſucceſhvely employed as the medium of thoſe divine mani- 
feſtations ;—one perſon being reterred to as ſpeaking, when 
numbers are ſaid to be preſent ;—this one perſon havin 
been the medium of divine manifeſtations under the ol 
teſtament, the new gives no intimation of his diſmiſſion 
from that office; — but declares Chriſt to be the Logos of 
the Father, by whom he made the world, and governs the 
kingdom of providence ;—various things ſpoken by or ad- 
| reffed to Jehovah in the old teſtament, are in the new 
laid to be ſpoken of, done by, or addreſſed to Chriſt ;— 
ſeveral things, by ſuppoſing this reference, become plain 
and eaſy ;—this was the ſenſe of the primitive Fathers — 
alſo the Chaldee Paraphraje, and other ancient Fews ſpoke 
the ſame language. 

The third he explains, by obſerving, how Chriſt—is 
called Jehowah and Gop ;—is entitled God of Abraham, 
T/aac and Jacob, Lord of hofls, king of tings, lord of lords, 
the firſt and the laft ;—1is ſaid to be omniſcient, omnipre- 
tent, almighty, eternal, unchangeable ;—did create and 
ſupports all things ;—and by divine appointment hath re- 
ligious worlhip given to him. | 
The fourth is argued from—ſach divine names, titles, 
attributes, and works being aſcribed to Chriſt, and his 
demanding or -encouraging ſuch worſhip, as are elſewhere 
appropriated to Gop ;—his being diſtin from Goo, yer 
co - ordinate with him, would inter a plurality of Gops ; 

| —the 
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All the explications of this doctrine, under 
the ancient and modern names now mentioned, 
have in this one reſpect an equality, that they 
are all of them the ſentiments of mere fallible 
men. It is to be preſumed, that they endea- 
voured to put ſuch a ſenſe upon ſcripture, as 
appeared to each of them the moſt genuine; 
and in doing which they undoubtedly acted in 
a perfect conformity to the juſt and invaluable 
right of private judgment. But while each of 
them profeſſed to agree with ſcripture, it ſeems 
to be a very deſirable thing, to have ſome plain 
and eaſy rule, by which any man of common 
underſtanding, though he may not have enjoyed 
a liberal or . education, may ſo compare 
their different expreſſions and conceptions * 

eac 


—the wonderful union there muſt be of Gop with the 
Man Chriſt, to lay a foundation for ſuch aſcriptions and 
regards ;—and the ſcripture expreſsly ſpeaking of ſuch 
union, and of Gop as dwelling in Chriſt, | | 

The #/tk is explained, by obſerving, how the Holy 
Spirit—ſeems often to be called Jet in the old teſta- 
ment, and God in the e.; —- divine perfections are cer- 
tainly aſcribed to him ;—divine works as evidently, —and 
in ſeveral texts divine worſhip is given to him. 

The laſf of theſe propofitions is proved by ſcripture re- 
preſentations of—Goo as, Father, the Father of Chriſt, 
and through him the Father of all his people ;—the Lord 
Jeſus Chriſt, the Son of Goo, as a divine perſon, in 
whom the fulneſs of the Godhead dwelt, by whom the 
Father manifeſted himſelf to us, and who with the Father 
is Gap over all ;—-the Holy Spirit, as a divine perſon, 
poſſeſt of thoſe perſections which ate to be found in Gov. 
alone.;—Father, Son, and Spirit often mentioned together, 
33 diſtin perſonal. charaters z—our redemption as contri- 
ved by the Father, purchaſed by the Son, aud applied by 
the Spirit, by whoſe aſſiſtance, in the name of Chrift, we 
are to make our approaches to the Father ;—and correſ- 
pondent regards to each are accordingly required from us. 


J 
each other, as 10 be able to eſtimate the degree 
in which they differ from one another. Perhaps 
there can be no rule ſo ſubſervient to this pur- 
| pole, as to aſcertain the meaning of the word 

Perſon, becauſe that word is on all fides, either” 
expreſſed, or referred to, but ſeems to be made 
uſe of by the above writers in very different' 
ſenſes. The ſeveral following definitions have 
been given of the word, as applicd to the doc- 
trine of the trinity. | | Ty 

Perſonality, fays Marckius, is a politive mode 
of Being, ultimately terminating and filling a 
fubftantial nature, and giving it incommunica-' 
bility. "M- 1 64-07 ** 

Perſonality, according to. Mr. Sieh, exprefies 
that perfection of the divine nature, whereby it 
ſubſiſts three different ways, the Father, Son, 
and Holy Ghoſt, each. of which, poſſeſſing the 
divine eſſence after his peculiar manner, thereby 
becomes a diſtinct perſon. | 

Perſonality, as Dr. Waterland defines it; is a 
fingle perſon, or an intelligent agent, having the 
diſtin& characters, I, Thou, He, and not divi- 
ded or diſtinguiſhed into more intelligent agents 
capable of the ſame characters. 

The word Perſon, according to Dr. Daniel 
Scott, and the generality of writers, whether di- 
vines or others, ſignifies, in its phzloſophical ſenſe, 
one ſingle, intelligent, voluntary agent, or con- 
ſcious being.— And, in its political ſenſe, it may 
expreſs the different relations ſupported by the 
ſame philoſophical perſon; as tor inſtance, the 
ſame man may be father, huſband, ſon, &c. or 
the ſame prince may be King of Great-Britain, 
Duke of Brunſwick, and Treaſurer of the Em- 


pire. 
It 
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9 PR” It is obſerved by Dr. Watts, That © though 
0 the Father, Son, and Holy Spirit are generally 
| * called three diſtintt perſons by our divmes, yet 
{ff <« there are no writers, either abroad, or at home, 
« that ever pretended this to be the expreſs lan- 
« guage of ſeripture. And there are very few, if 
<« any, of our moſt orthodox writers, [perhaps the 
« Doctor ſhould have excepted real and con- 
& ſiſtent Athanaſians] whoever ſuppoſed the word 
« perſon was to be taken here in the full, com- 
* mon and literal ſenfe of it, for a diſtinct conſcious 
being; but only in a qualified and reſtrained 
| « ſenſe, or a: ſenſe that is analogous or a-kin 
& to the common meaning of it among men. 
« For three diſtinfF. Perſons, in the common and 
& literal ſenſe of it, would be three diſtinct Spi- 
“ rits, which very few trinitarians allow.“ 
Now if we take the word Perſon according 
to the meaning of either of the 7zwo firſs defi- 
nitions, we ſhall find it ſo obſcure, and in a 
great meaſure ſo unintelligible, as rather to'em- 
barraſs, than afford us any aſſiſtance. On the 
other hand, if we take it in its philoſophical and 
political ſenſes, we may with great advantage ap- 
ply it to the preſent purpoſe, as will appear by 
the following ſpecimens. IN = LR 
If we conceive of the Father, Son, and Holy 
Spirit, with thoſe who are real and conſiſtent 
Athanafians, as three philoſophical perſons, we do 
in effect allow a plurality of Goos. 271000 
If we conſider the ſacred three, with the Sa- 
bellians, or the Modaliſts, (who alſo are uſuall 
ranked, and chuſe to rank themſelves, — 
very improperly, and with little conſiſtence, un- 
| ee 


Vati Serm. Vol, ii. page 452, 970. 


1 

der the name of Ahanafans) as only the names 
and offices of the ſame philoſophical perſon, we 
thereby ſink the word perſon to its political 
ſenſe, By this means we ſhall expoſe ourſelves 
to one alarming conſequence, That provided 
mary had never fallen into ſin, there never might 
have been ſuch· a perſon and character as Jeſus 
Chrift the Son of Gop. Not only Archbiſhop 
Tillotſon, Dr. Wallis, and many other great and 
good men, but even Mr. Baxier, ſcem to come 
under the fame denomination. 

If, with both the Modaliſts, and the real 
Athand/ians, we conceive of Chriſt, as having 
received his ſoul, as well as body, in the womb 
of his virgin mother, we ſhould thereby enter- 
tain exactly the ſame idea of him, except what 
relates to ſupreme godhead, as was done by 
Pfotinns, and other ancient writers, and hath 
ſince been done by Socinus, and his numerous 
followers. In this reſpect there appears to be a 
remarkable affinity between the ſentiments of 
the Athanaſians and the Socinians. 

I, with Dr. Thomas Burnet, we conceive of 
the Father as dwelling in the Son and Spirit; 
or, with Dr. Fatts and Dr. Doddridge, that the 
Father dwelleth in, and is united to the human 
nature of Chriſt; in each of theſe cales the 
word Perſon muſt at leaſt be conſidered in its 
ohiticak fenſe, but cannot amount to ſo much 
as a philoſophical perſonality. And whether 
there is any medium between à philoſophical 
and political perſon, (which we enunot certainly 

there is not) we muſt confels is to us un- 
fearchable. Or ſhould we conceive of the union 
of the divine and human natures in one perſon, 


as we do of the foul and body in one man, we 
B ſhould 
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-ſhould thereby propoſe a caſe that is not pa- 
rallel; ſince the divine and human natures are 


two diſtinct conſcious beings, or two philoſo- 


phical perſons. Or to imagine, that Gop and 


the creature ſhould have the ſame conſciouſneſs, - 
muſt certainly exceed our comprehenſion, From 
theſe premiſes it muſt follow, that the term 
Perſon, applied to the union of the divine and 
human nature of Chriſt, is rather to be taken 


in a political ſenſe, to expreſs the concurrent 


operation of the deity with his human nature, 
in order to conſtitute à perfect mediator. 
Were we to aſſert, as Dr. Clarke did, that the 


Logos, or the divine Word, is ſomething be- 


tween a created and a ſelf-exiſtent . nature, we 
ſhould involve ourſelves in the endleſs labyrinth 
of an unconceivable diſtinction. Nor would 
our perplexity be diminiſhed, were we to con- 


_ ceive, with Biſhop Pearſon, Biſhop Bull, and Dr. 


Owen, that the Father communicates his whole 
divine nature to the Son, and both Father and 
Son to the Spirit, according to the idea of de- 
rivation in which the Nicens creed ſo remarkably 
differs from the Athanaſian; or, with Mr. Howe, 
that the Father, Son, and Holy Ghoſt are three 
diſtinct, eternal Spirits, ſo united in perfect har- 
mony, conſent, and affection, as to have a mu- 
tual. ſelf-conſciouſneſs. 

Were we to hope for uniformity in explain- 

ing a diſtinction in the Deity, among the ſub- 
ſeribers to the Common Prayer, and the moſt 
reſpectable divines of the Church of England, we 
ſhall no where find ourſelves more diſappointed. 
This is manifeſt in the widely different ſentiments 


and expreſſions of Biſhop Bull, Biſhop Pearſon, 


Archbiſhop Tillotſon, Dr. Wallis, Dr. Thomas 
Burnet, 


1 

Burnet, and Dr. Clarke ; who are all of them as 
little agreed among themſelves, as they are with 
the Athauaſian creed. | 
Were ue, once more, to ſuppoſe ourſclves to 
agree in fentiment with Apollinaris, Dr. Watts, 
and Dr. Doddridge, we may then, perhaps, 
ſpeak with as much ſimplicity and preciſion, as 
the nature of the ſubject will admit, and as 
fcripture itſelf ſeems to ſuggeſt. In this view 
we may ſay, with Mr. Orton, That the Lord 
Jeſus Chriſt, by a generation which none can 
declare, is the Son of Gop, his only begot- 
ten Son, and therefore ſuperior to all crea- 
& tures both in earth and heaven; and that he 
e is, by an union which can neither be explain- 
© ed, nor conceived, one with the Father, the 
* brightneſs of his Father's glory, and the 
« expreſs image of his perſon, We have no 
* words to denote greater ideas than theſe, nor 
can the mind of man raiſe itſelf to nobler 
% conceptions.” * | 1 

Every ſerious mind, that attentively examines, 
and re- examines, what hath now been repreſent- 
ed, muſt acknowledge, that there are difficulties 
attending every ſcheme, which hath ever been 
ropoſed, for the explanation of this doctrine. 
Nor is it a thing to be wondered at, that we are 
ſo much contounded, when we enquire iato the 
nature of ſuperior beings, conſidering how little 
we know ot our own nature and manner o 
exiſtence.” That the difficulties of this ſubje& 
have not only puzzled the moſt penerrating 
minds, but obliged them, after all their deepeſt 
reſearches, to plead for moderation and candour, 
* re 0 HY will 


i Orton's Sermons on Chriſtian Zeal, page 50. 
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will fully appear from the following extracts 
from their writings, which diſcover a tempe 
and ſpirit truly worthy the attention and imi- 
tation of every impartial enquirer after truth 
and eſpecially every diſciple of the meck an 
towly Jeſus. | 

Eraſmus Roterodamus, at the early dawn of 
the reformation, and while he was ſurrounded 
with ignorance and bigotry in their moſt perni- 
cious forms, wiſely obſerves [on i Tim. 1. 6.) 
* We are contending without end, what it is 
« that diſtinguiſtieth the Father from the Son, 
« and both trom the Holy Spirit; whether it 
e be a thing, or a relation-z and how it can be, 
* that they can be ſaid to be three, of which 
e ont is not the other, when they are but one 
sin eſſencè. How much more to the purpoſe 
* would it be for us, to take all poſſible care 
« piouſly and holily to worſhip and adore this 
e trinity, whoſe majeſty we are unable to pry 
« into; and to expreſs their ineffable concord 
e by our concord among ourſelves, ſo that we 
e may in time come to be in partnerſhip with 
* the,” 

Dr. Jeremiah Taylor, who lived in a more en- 
lightened day, but not leſs diſpoſed to contro- 
verſial rage, and particularly on this ſubject, 
with his uſual largeneſs of thought and ſpiri- 
toality of temper, makes this ſolemn declaration 
{0h Johm vii. 17.] He that goeth about to 
«« ſpeak of the myſtery of the trinity, and doeth 
© jt by words and names of man's invention, 
<« talking of eſſences and exiſtences, hypoſtaſes 
and perſonalities, priorities in co-equalities, 
% Sc. and unity in pluralities, may amuſe him- 
* ſelf, and build a tabernacle in his head, _ 
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„e talk ſomething he knows not what. But the 
„ good man, who feels the power of the Father, 
and to whom the Son is become wiſdom and 
e righteouſneſs, ſanctification and redemption ; 
in whoſe heart the loye of the Spirit of Gop 
is ſhed abroad, this man, though he under- 
* ſtand nothing of what fs unintelligible, yer 
he alone truly ynderſtandeth the doctrine of 
the trinity,” 8 5 

Dr. Edmund Calamy, at the very time when 
the nation was fulleſt of this controverſy, and 
when he himſelf was preaching and writing on 
the Athanaſian tide of the queſtion, yet expreſſes 
himſelf in this cautious manner. Let us be 
* thankful for what knowledge we have, and 
„ make the beſt uſe of it we can, And in the 
* mean time humbly own our ignorance and 
“ darkneſs, as to the way and manner of what 
* Gop hath been pleaſed to reveal to ys with 
reference to the ſubſtance of this doctrine. 
* And whatever we are 1gnorant of, or in the 
* dark about, let us conclude (as we have 
* good reaſon} that if we haye but the grace 
* of our Lord Jeſus Chriſt, and the love of 
* Gop, and the communion of the Holy Spirit 
« with us, we have not only as much know- 
* ledge of the bleſſed trinity, as is neceſſary ta 
* our own ſcriptural orthodoxy in that doctrine, 
„ but as much knowledge of it as is neceſſary 
* to ſecure our happinels, peace, and comtort, 
* both in this life, and in the next, And if 
** this will not fatisfy us, and at the fame time 
„ make us thankful, I think we are both un- 
* reaſonable and inexcuſable,” * 


K Calamy*s Serm. on the Trinity, page 387, 388. 
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Mr. Benjamin Bennet, author of the Chriſtian 
Oratory, ſo well known for his judicious and 
pacific, as well as for his pious and devotional 
temper, tells us, what indeed is of the higheſt 
importance; It you will receive it, I think 
„ it a very uſeful truth, (which, had it been 
“ attended to, would have prevented many con- 
« troverſies, that have diſturbed the chriſtian 
* church) viz That our chief concern with 
c the Son of Gon is as Mediator. We are 
“ neither concerned to know preciſely, what 
«© he was before he was incarnate, how employ- 
& ed in the world above, nor what he will be, 
e and how employed, after his mediation is 
% finiſhed. Our preſent buſineſs is with the 
„ Mediator, whom Gop hath exalted, to whom 
% every knee muſt bow, and ſhall bow at laſt, 
ce till the end cometh, and he hath delivered up 
the kingdom to the Father.“ 

| 2 Dr, 


1 « Worſhip, in general, is nothing elſe but inward 
« reſpeQ to a ſuperior Bring, in proportion to its known 
** excellencies, rank, ſtate, power, (fc. expreſſed by pro- 
«6 per external ſigns. If this be done out of obedience to 
%a divine command, God is directiy honoured and wor- 
« ſhipped therein. By ſuch worſhip the patural obliga- 
« tion of the fir command is not deſtroyed. We are 
„ bound to worſhip Chriſt as Mediator; as for inſtance, 
« by ſaving faith in him, —baptiſm into his name,—re- 
m-mbrance of him in his ſupper, and—prayer through 
„ him. This homage paid the Mediator is even to his 
% humanity, as that is neceſſary to his Mediatorſhip. A! 
in Chriſt, that bears the office of Mediator, muſt be 
« worſhipped when he is. His being Goo, may be » 
motive, that is, a foundation, for our firmer truſt is 
« him; bat the formal reafon for our truſting in him as 
«© Mediator, mutt be, that he is Mediator, and conſtituted 
** ſuch by Gop,” A /ober and charitable diſquifition con- 


cer ning 
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Dr. Watts is the laſt I will mention, however 
eaſy it might be to add many more, who con- 
curred with him in the ſame liberal and pious 
reflections. I am well perſuaded in my own 
mind, ſays he, that neither the Arian, nor 
6 Soctnian writers, neither the Sabellian, nor the 
% Tritheiſtic explainers, nor any of their fol- 
“ lowers have hit upon the true ſolution of the 
% difficulty. In this enlightened age of ſearch 
and enquiry, men will not be ſatisfied to hear 

B 4 * us 


cerning the importance of the Trinity, by Mr. Simon Browne, 
(lately re- printed) author of a Hymn Book ; and of an ex- 
cellent An/aver to Chriſtianity as old as the Creation—** That 
« creed,” ſays Mr. Robin/on, in his Plea for the Divinity of 
Chrift, which is called Athanaſius's, we neither under- 
 ** ſtand, nor can we conceive how the repetition of it can 

de thought an act of divine worſhip acceptable to Goo; 
and its damnatory clauſes we utterly abhor. We do not 
“ propoſe diſtin addreſſes in prayer to God the Father, 
% Gop the Son, and Gon the Holy Ghoſt, - as the - 
% þliſhed litany does. God is one undiyided eſſence, aud 
* to him, the one Gop, is our worſhip addreſſed, through 
*« the Mediator Jeſus Chriſt,” — Thus far Mr. Robin/on 
agrees with Mr. Bennet concerning the Mediator, and with 
Mr. Browne concerning mediatorial worſhip ; but be much 
differs from them, when he ſays, ** Do chriſtians worſhip 
«« Jeſus Chriſt? We do not worſhip the Man Jetus, but 
* we do worſhip the Gop, who dwells in the man; for 
% in him dwelleth all the fulneſs of the Godhead bodily.” 
—With an immediate reference to the language of prayer, 
and well-conſiſtent with his great reforming work, Luther 
| ſaid, lt is better to call Almighty Gop, God, than 
Trinity.” — But Calvis more explicitly declared. I like 
«& not this prayer, O holy, Sei, and glorious Trinity, 
1% have mercy on us. It ſavours of barbarity. The word 
1 zrinity is barbarous, inſipid, prophane; a human in- 
% vention, grounded on no teſtimony of Gop's word ; the 
«© pepiſh God, or idol, altogether unknown to-the pro- 
« phets and apoſtles.” 


n Bennet Chriſtian Oratory. Vol. ii. page 178. 
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us make uſe of inexplicable and myſterious 


terms, and tell them, that the ſenſe of them 
is never to be known, They will not think, 
that doctrine can be of ſo much importance 
to us, which is wrapt up in perpetual dark- 
neſs, and can never be underftood. Our final 
ſalvation doth not depend on our exact and 
ſkilful knowledge of the true modus of ex- 
plaining this heavenly doctrine. Great and 
we men in ſeveral ages have got ſafe to 

eaven with very different ſchemes and hypo- 
theſes. It is abundantly ſufficient for ſalva- 
tion, if we believe the various offices, which 
are aſſigned to the Father, Son, and Spirit 
in the diſpenſation of the goſpel, and that 


each of them hath a divine all-ſufficiency to 


{ſuſtain their offices, and to receive the ho- 
nours due to them. — Since I have ſearched 

more ſtudiouſly into this myſtery of late, 1 
have learned more peg y own ignorance, So 
that when I ſpeak of / theſe unſearchables, 1 
abate much of my younger aſſurance, nor do 
my later thoughts venture ſo far into the 
particular modes of explaining this ſacred diſ- 


tinction in the Godhead. There appears to 


me good reaſon to doubt, whether there can 
be three diſtinct and different wills in the one 


Gop, the one infinite Spirit. I was afraid to 
aſſert it heretofore, and I am more afraid to 


afſert it now. Reaſon and ſcripture join to 
teach me, that there can he but one Gop, 
and that this Gop is a Spirit. What diſtinc- 
tion may be in this one Spirit, I know not. 
Yet I am fully eſtabliſhed in the belief of the 
Deity of the bleſſed Three, though I know not 


< the manner of explication. Let us wonder 


6c at 
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« at the bleſſedneſs of the Man Chriſt Jeſus in 
his approach to Gop, His very union to 
„ Gop is habitual bleſſedneſs. He is conſtitu- 
ted near to Gop by an unſpeakable union. 
„What joys, what unknown delights, above 
4 our language, and above our thoughts, - 
< ſels the holy foul of the Man Jeſus Fer le 
is the neareſt creature to the bleſſed GOD; 
for he is one with Godhead, The fon of 
David, according to the fleſh, is joined in a 
* perpetual union to the eternal Gop, and thus 
* be is aver all God bleſſed for ever more. 

It would have been unſpeakably happy for 
chriftian churches, both ancient and modern, if 
the differences relating to this doctrine, among 
the learned and pious, had been viewed and ad- 
uſted according to the healing fentiments of the 
five authors laſt mentioned. This would have 
appeaſed the rage of perſecution among fellow- 
chriftians, and have made thoſe, whole appre- 
henſions were moſt different, to agree to differ, 
This would have filled their minds with bro- 
therly love towards each other, inſtead of wrath 
and anger, animoſity and contention, with every 
odious form of mutual reſentment, cenfure and 
reproach, Certainly this ought to have been 
the caſe, conſidering, not only how all this 
ſtrange fire was kindled by unjuſtly refuſing 
every one's right to interpret ſcripture for him- 
ſelf, but that many of thofe, whoſe opinions 
were moſt different from each other, were per- 
ſons of the moſt diligent application to fludy, 

* the 


" Watti's Preface to Scott's Sermon on John xx. 28. 
m—— Sn. Vol, i. page 250, 260, Bro. 
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the greateſt reading and learning, and of the 
- moſt excellent characters. We may therefore 
aſſure ourſelves, that many things aſſerted on 
one ſide and the other, relating to this doctrine, 
are by no means ſo fundamental in religion, as 
many have unwarily imagined. Let us but ſup- 
poſe any man to come to ſcripture with impartial 
enquiry, and fervent prayer for divine aſſiſtance, 
and then, whatever may be the reſult concern- 
ing his ſcheme of ſentiment on this head, it 
cannot any way affect his eternal ſtate. The 
goſpel hath ſufficiently aſcertained the terms of 
ſalvation for every man, by requiring, not a 
ſpeculative, but a practical faith, even ſuch re- 
pentance toward God, and faith: toward our Lord 
Feſus Chriſt, as is productive of holy and per- 
ſevering obedience, Were we to imagine this 
divine appointment. may be ſo modified, as to 
make any man's everlaſting welfare depend on 
his attachment to any ſet of notions, would it 
not be applying the ſame abſurdity to doctrines, 
and particularly to this of the trinity, as the 
Papiſts ſo commonly do to that of tranſubſtan- 
tiation”? It reminds me of my debating that 
ſubject with a Roman Catholic at Bruſſels, in the 
year 1740, when I propoſed to him this very 
plain queſtion, Which of theſe two men he 
would look upon to be in a ſtate of ſalvation , 
one, who diſbelieved the doctrine of tranſub- 
ſtantiation, but was in all reſpects eminently 
virtuous and devout; or another, who believed 
that doctrine, and lived in the allowed commil- 
ſion of every ſpecies of criminality? Alas! 1 
was ſoon convinced, that it was in vain to rea- 
{on any longer with a perſon, who declared to 
me in the moſt ſolemn manner, That the 
former 
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* former would undoubtedly be damned, and 
$ the latter as undoubtedly be ſaved,” - 

No one could exceed the humble and pious 
Dr. Watts, either in laborious and candid en- 
quiries after truth, or in fervent prayers that his 
attempts might be ſucceſsful. We have a 
very remarkable proof of this, in a poſthumous 
publication, entitled, A ſolemn adareſs to the 
great and ever-bleſſed God on a review of what 
he had written in the trinitarian controverſy, * 
Part of that addreſs is as follows. Hadſt 
thou informed me, . gracious Father, in any 
„place of thy word, that this divine doctrine 
is not to be underſtood by men, and yet they 
© were required to believe it, I would have 
* ſubdued all my curioſity to faith, and ſubmit- 
e red my wandeting and doubtful imaginations, 
&* as far as it was poſſible, to the holy and wiſe 
“ determinations of thy word. Thou art wit- 
“% nels, O my Gov, with what diligence, with 
„ what conſtancy and care, I have read and 
„ ſearched thy holy word; how early and late, 
„by night and by day, I have been making 
<* theſe enquiries : how fervently I have been 
« ſeeking thee, on my bended knees, and di- 
* reted my humble addreſſes to thee, to en- 


* lighten my darkneſs, and to ſhew me the 


meaning of thy word, that I may learn what 
* I muſt believe, and what I muſt practiſe, 
e with regard to this doctrine, in order to pleaſe 
&* thee, and obtain eternal life.—Forbid it, O 
* my Go, that ever I ſhould be ſo unhappy 
as to unglorify my Father, my Saviour, or 


Mattis Works, 4to. Vol. iv. page 640—643+ 
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my Sanctifer, in any of my '{entiments or 
„ expreſlions concerning them | 

If ſuch diligent, pots i and devout en- 
— — truth had been more generally 
— ong Chriſtians, wag would never 

ve 4 — chemſelyes forming raſh 
concluſions concerning each . characters, 
merely on account of their different ſentiments 
on this doctrine. Thoſe, who adhere to the 
Athaxaſiqn {cheme Wale neyer have aſcribed 
the opinions of any of their opponents to want of 
grace. Nor would the latter ever have imputed 
the goctrine of the former to want of ſenſe. 
Why ſhould moral defects be neceſſarily con- 
nected with one ſpecies of ſpeculation, or natural 
defects with another? How much better for 
both ſides to have waved. all indecent recrimi- 
nations! In ſuch a doubtful caſe, how happy 
to ſay with the apoſtle, Let every man be Fully 
perſuaded in his own mind / IW hy deft thou judge 
thy brother * Hath not Gop given, both to 
him, and to thee, a right to judge, in loch 
matters, each for himſelf? Had theſe rational 
and ſeriptural conſiderations been more gene- 
_— — to, 500 le (6 to ** obvious 


of . in his Pleg for the divinity f the 
Lord Feſus Chriſt, Though he appears to be 
ane of its armeſt advocates, yet he ſhows him- 
ſelf to be equally warm for the moſt charitable 
and brotherly treatment of thoſe, who are 
thought moſt of all to differ from him. See this 
in his manner of propoſing and anſwering the 
following queſtions.— What a ſtrange divinity 
of Chriſt you hold! why don't you explain 
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ct jt by the 4thindfay creed, or by ſome ap- 
r proved ſyſtem? Becauſt I don't underſtand 
ce jt well chough; and becauſe creeds do not fa- 
* tisfy me. ould you have nie Explain what 


e do not undefſtind?—Why do you fot per- 


ee ſecüte, at leaſt with the tongue, thoſe mon- 
e ſtrous Unitaridns ? Becauſe I have no watrant 
e from Chriſt to do fo, not che leaft inclitiation 
& to forge one. This is well enough: But why 
« do you praiſe them in every company? Be- 


« cauſe a miſtakirig man may merſt praiſe for 


«© that very induſtry, which Kath led hitii into 
« an error, and for that integrity which makes 
« hin, againſt his intereſt; ſupporr it But 


« what occalion is there to keep, company with. 
«© them, and to maintain an intimacy with then? 


« Becauſe on every other article they edify nie, 
e Afid on this we agree to differ, In the poſſeſ- 
« fi6n of this truth, I think, I have the'advaii- 
« tage of them. In regatd to many others, I 


« am fiot worthy to ſpeak to them; T glory in 
« being their diſciple. —In what light then do 


« you conſider a fincere Mah; who detlies our 


« Lord's divinity ? In the light of à thiſtaken' 
de brother; in every other attitude an object o 
« eſteem, and in that of deny ing the divinity 


« of my Lord, au, object of my tendereſt com- 


« paſſion.— All this argues great cofdneſs to 
« your Lord ! I would rather be frozen into a 
cc formaliſt than itiffamed with the fire of hell; 
“in the firſt cafe I ſhould be à Harmleſs ſtatue, 


* * 


te jn the laſt a deſtroyer like the devil.“ 


In one of the preceding queſtions. Mr. Rolin- 
ſon's opponents afe called Unitdrians. Under 


that term, according to its feal import, are 
comprehended all thoſe; who do not explain the 
SUP. diſ- 
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303 

diſtinction in the Godhead by three diſtinct 
ſelf-conſcious Beings. So that every one is an 
Unitarian, who is not a Tritheiſt, But it is evi- 
dent, by. the animadverſions contained in Mr, 
Robinſon's tract, that he more immediately refers 
to ſuch Unitarians, as are the reputed followers 

of Photinus and Socinus, If there is a propriety 
in making uſe of ſuch terms, as diſtinguiſh thoſe 
3 ſentiments concerning the trinity, which deviate 
from what is properly called Athana/raniſm, this 
of Unitarian is much more intelligible than that 
of Arian. The latter is but one of the many 
i different ſpecies included under the former, Yer 
nothing hath been more common, though no. 
| thing can be more improper, - tlian to call all. 
thole Arians, who do not. rank themſelves with. 

the followers of Athanaſius. The impropriety 

is ſtill more apparent, as there never was a time, 

perhaps, when the real followers of Arius were 

ſo few, as in the preſent day, or thoſe of the 

other different ſpecies of Unitarians more nu- 

merous, © _ - Hyd ng d Wee 

; But whatever fame or infamy, according to 
vulgar eſtimation, may belong to names or par- 
ties, it is a moſt important truth, that Chriſt. 
hath given us no warrant, as Mr. Robinſon well 
argues, to- ſpeak evil of others, on account of 
their differing from us in religious fentiments, 
and particularly in their manner of conception 
and expreſſion concerning this doctrine. For, 
as the learned Grotius obſerves [in the motto of 
the title page], If there be any one point in 

* the whole compaſs of chriſtian doctrine, in 
« which it is eaſy, either to be in an error, or 

« to be accuſed of being ſo, it is this of the 

& trinity,” Should many ſerious chriſtians be 

| found 
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found in the rank of ſuch accuſers, we need not 
be ſurprized. Probably they have read little 
upon the ſubject, that had any tendency to diſ- 
cover to them its difficulties, and how much 
the moſt learned; and pious in different ages and 
countries have differed from each other in their 
conceptions and expreſſions concerning it. Per- 
haps all their ideas of it are confined within the 
narrow limits of a particular party, and all their 
ways of expreſſing it have been dictated to them 
by their catechiſms and accuſtomed forms of wor- 
ſhip. The many diſadvantages they are under for 
attaining to more diſtin&t. knowledge, added to 
their undeſigning ſimplicity and ſerious piety, will 
go far in apologizing for them; at leaſt theſe will 
entitle them to the tender pity of choſe, whom 
they raſhly and ignorantly condemn, But it will 
not be ſo eaſy to excuſe perſons of a more libe- 
ral education, eſpecially miniſters of the goſpel, 
if they ſhould ſo far forget themſelves, and the 
importance of their, character and example, as 
to promote reputed orthodoxy, by what in them 
makes near approaches to real immorality. For 
is it not immoral, to murther the reputation of 
others by charges without proof, or by plauſible 
inſinuations of ſuch things as have no real exiſt- 
ence but in vulgar prejudices ? Is not this hold. 
ing the truth in unrighiteouſneſs; not as it is in 
Jeſus, but as it is in the grand accuſer of the 
brethren ? Hath not ſuch a temper and conduct 
a tendency in the moſt effectual manner to pre- 
judice the minds of young people, and eſpeci- 
ally of young divines, againſt the very dolkeine 
it is deſigned to inculcate? No doubt ſuch in- 
temperate zeal will plead conſcience for what it 
| does, 
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does. But the plea is utterly infufficient, as long 
ds their practice is irrational and unſcriptural. 
Thus Calvin pleaded conſcience, when he per- 
ſecuted Servetus to a violent death. And fuch 
2 miſtaken conſcience our Lord deſeribes, when 
he fays, Whoſoever killeth you, will think he doeth 
God ſervice. ? | 
How well, ſays Dr. Watts, hath the bleſſed 
Gab provided for love and union amongſt all 
„ his true worſhippers! He hath left them no 
“ juſt ground to contend and quarręl, or break 
<« themſelves into little angry parties, for he 
% hath now appointed but one religion for _ 
cc 
bl 


y « While proteſtants acknowledge, in words, that the 
40 * are the rule of faith, and alone fufficient to 
% make men wiſe unto al vation, and every party is well 
«t difpofed to judge for themſelves; they appear extremely 
te jealous of granting the ſame liberty to one another; 
« and, inſtead of the ſcriptures, would lip in their own 
« explications and comments, bind their decifions upon 
« others as an infallible ſtandard, and oblige them to ſee 
« with their eyes. And whit is this but popery under 
« another name? It is the worſt and moſt pernicious part 
« of it.— Such have been led to believe through acci- 
« dent; and they can perceive no reaſon why others 
« ſhould not believe in the ſame manner. They depend 
* not, therefore, upon argument but authority, If you 
c ſes with their eyes, it is well; but if you will ofe your 
«*« own, you may be fully aſſared, that the ſeverity of pe- 
„ nal laws, if the power ſhall be unhappily lodged in 
ce their hands, will convince you of your obſtinacy. Or 
« if they can go no further, they will ſhow what manner 
« of ſpirit they are of, by fairly giving you over to the 
« devil, ſo far as their intereſt goes. In vain; therefore, 
« do theſe patrons of religious uniformity talk of liberty, 
c of conſcience, of reaſon and argument. They are at 
bottom the enemies of conſcience and ptivate judge 
« melt”; - y 121 . 
Enquiry into the powers of Feclſiaſtict. page 7 i, 
101, IO2, | 
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all, one general method of acceſs to him, 
He hath ordained but one Mediator, Jeſus 
* Chriſt, and hath appointed one Spirit, to 
draw their hearts near to himſelf, A glorious 
h religion indeed, that unites Fewws and Gentilez, 
and mankind of all nations to the great and 
* bleſſed Gop! And what a diſgrace is it to 
* this religion, that we ſhould not be more 
united to one another? Ve are uo more 
« ſtrangers and foreigners, but fellogw-citizens with 
* the Tents, ant of the houſe-hold of God. What 
* a moſt abſurd and grievous thing is it, that 
* we who are brought into ſuch a ſtate of 
<* friendſhip by divine grace, ſhould gbey the 
corrupt dictates of nature, and the luſts of 
* the fleſh! That we ſhould quarrel and fight, 
even in the preſence of that Gop, to whom 
* ye haye acceſs by the blood of one Mediator, 
* and by the influence of one Spirit! Surely 
e this muſt be a Spirit of union, and peace, 
& and love; this one Spirit which regonciles Gon 
* and man, who were at a dreadful diſtance, 
« this Spirit which reconciles Jews and Centiles, 
* who were mutual ſtrangers and enemies. And 
© how can we ſuppoſe we are governed by this 
* uniting Spirit, this Spirit of gentleneſs, meek- 
* neſs and friendſhip, it we indulge the fer- 
% ments of wrath and revenge in gur boſom ; 
e if we reſolve to carry on ſtrife and conten- 
“tion, with the language of railing and revil: 
** ing, againſt thoſe, who worſhip the ſame Go 
by the ſame Mediator? How can we hope 
* that this Spirit hath ever reconciled us to 
God, if we perliſt in enmity againſt. our 


* brethren? Should we have all faith, and 
& remove mountains, if wwe have. not love, we are 
e not chriſtians, The very nature and life of 
= | C : chris 
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e chriſtianity is faith working by love, faith 
<* leading the ſoul to Gop through the media- 
* tion of Jeſus Chriſt his Son, by the aid of 
* the Holy Spirit, and producing all works of 
* holineſs by the influence of love to God and 
* man, May this be wrought in our hearts, 


e and practiſed in the whole courſe of our 


« life!” 4 


I know, Sir, your hoſpitable manſion hath of. 


ten entertained ſuch company, whoſe cenſures of 
others, and particularly ot their reverend bre- 
thren, have occaſioned not a little pain to your 
candid mind. In ſuch a caſe, it would be per- 
fectly conſiſtent with the rules of hoſpitality 
and politeneſs, as well as afford you an un- 
ſpeakable pleaſure, if you could ſuggeſt any 


thing, that might leſſen their fondneſs for their 


own manner bf expreſſing this doctrine, and at 
the ſame time, moderate their reſentment againſt 
thoſe, whoſe ſentiments, or prudence, or ten- 
derneſs to others oblige them- to make uſe 
of very different modes of expreſſion.” You 
would thereby, not only promote the true in- 
tereſt of chriſtianity, but moſt effectually anſwer, 
what is, indeed, the principal - deſign of i 
letter. For with no other intention are the ſen- 
timents and expreſſions: of ancient and modern 
writers here aſcertained, and their difference 
from each other placed in ſuch a diſtinguiſhing 
point of view. From theſe copious materials 
you may eaſily collect, while in converſation 
with your friends, whatever hath a more im- 
mediate tendency to leſſen their confidence in 
the ' propriety of their favourite phraſeology. 
No doubt you will find them diſſatisfied with 
Dr. Doaaridge's propoſitions, though he produces 

1 . 5 Ks: 4 ; ſuch 
4 Watts's Sermons, Vol. II. page 481, 482, 8 o. 
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ſuch abundant evidence from ſcripture fof them, 
as, by conſulting his book, you will ſee under 
their ſeveral ſolutions and demonſtrations. You 
will as undoubtedly hear your zealous friends 
aſſerting nothing leſs than a deity, conſiſting of 
three proper diſtin perſons, independent upon 
and entirely equal to each other. You may 
therefore aſk them ſuch queſtions as theſe, © Is 
„ not a philoſophical perſonality your meaning 
% here? If fo, is it not unreaſonable, unſcriptu- 
„ral, and abſurd to conceive of ſupreme deity, 
nas having three diſtinct wills, three diſtinct ſelf- 
* conſciouſneſſes? Or, that the ſame ſelf- con- 
ſciouſneſs ſhould be common and mutual to 
three diſtinct eternal ſpirits? Or, that the 
“ ſame abſolute perfections of deity ſhould be 
© communicated from one philoſophical perſon 
© to another, and from both to a third, ſo as 
each of the three to retain the whole? On 
5 the other hand, if they mean a political per- 
* ſonality, whether it is not as unrealonable and 
* unſcriptural to reduce the Son and Spirit to 
« a mere nominal exiſtence? On the whole, 
* whether it is not far more eligible to decline 
„the uſe of language, ſo utterly inſufficient 
« for its intended purpoſe, ſo entirely the in- 
% vention of fallible men, and ſo much the 
engine of endleſs debate, and the ſource of 
„ hatred, ſeparation, and every evil work ? 
„Whether it was not the felicity of the apoſtolic 
e fathers, eſpecially of the Apoſtles themſelves, 
© to know nothing of ſuch language? In one 
« word, whether a juſt value for ſcripture will 
© not grow, in proportion as this fondneſs for 
* human phraſes is diminiſhed ? ”? | 
If you 1ucceed, Sir, in this firſt effort, and 
have the plealure 3 your company leis 
3 . 2 At- 
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attached to words without proper meaning, you 


will more chearfully proceed to ſome farther en- 
quiries, fuch as theſe. Why ſhould not un- 
* ſcriptural A be as tolerable in others, 
ag in ourſelves? Have they not the ſame 
right to exercile the faculty of imagination 
and invention, as we have? Is not tallibili- 


< ty as inſeparable from our character, as from 


* theirs? If our indefenfible expreſſions on 
* this fubject have been conſiſtent with our re- 
taining the eſſential truths of the goſpel, and 
* the piety of real chriſtians, why ſhoul& it not 


*© be equally ſo with theits? Do they not pro- 
_ © feſs the ſame value for ſcripture, as the only 


„ infallible ſtandard of faith and practice? 
* Have they not the ſame right to interpret 
fſcripture for themſelves? Are there not in 
<« their writings the evidences of learning and mo- 
* deſty * Are not their lives blameleſs exempla- 
* ry and uſeful ? In all theſe reſpects do they not 
* juſtly claim our eſteem? And when we have 
this eſteem for them, does it not contribute to 
the repoſe of our minds; as there is nothing 
more ſubverſive of ſelf- enjoyment, than bi- 
" [rs and unfriendly thoughts of others? 
<< But there are other inducements to our eſteem 


for them, that are of a nature ſtill more in- 


e rereſting and important. Are they not per- 
„ fectly agreed with us in acknowledging one 
God, and one Mediator betreten God and man, 
* the man Chriſt Jeſus, who gave himſelf a ranſom 
for all, and through whom we all have an atceſs 
% by one ſpirit unto the Father? Is not ſuch 
e agreement an infinitely ſtronger bond of union, 
* than any mode of mere human ſpeculation or 
e expreſſion ? Mat doth hinder us then from 
e cultivating friendſhip with them? and you, 

5 gen- 
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« gentlemen, in particular, from giving them the 
« right hand of fellowſhip in every miniſterial 
function? Or rather, why does not love to 
« Chriſt and his members, and zeal for the ho- 
* nour and intereſt of our common chriſtianity, 
« oblige us to maintain chriſtian communion 
« with them, on every occaſion, and without 
© the leaſt interruption? Which of us is not 
<« all attention to the apoſtle, when he ſays, 
* Receive them, but not to doubtful difputations. 
« Let us therefore follow after tue things whick 
ce make for peace, and things wherewith one may 
* edify another ? ® . | 
While you are ſuggeſting to your gueſts ſuch 
perſuaſions to caution and candour, I doubt nor, 


Sir, but they will admire your diſcernment and 


benevolence. They will feel- their foctal hours 
paſs away with pleaſure and profit well mingled. 
When they depart, it will be with a full con- 
viction, that your enquiries were by no means 
intended for perſonal victory, but were. ſolely 
calculated for the nobler purpoſe of exchanging 
the prejudices of education and raſh cenſures of 
others, for ſolid wiſdom and brotherly love. 
Deſirable as it is, that ſuch wiſdom and candour 
may have their proper influence in all our ſocial 
interviews, it is not lJefs ſo, to have the ſame 
falutary influence extended to public ſermons 
and prayers. It cannot but be painful to every 
diſcerning and pious mind, to hear a miniſter in 
the pulpit; perhaps in all the heat and inex- 
perience of youth; and much more if his years 


are ſufficient to have meliorated his temper, and 


improved his knowledge; yet expreſſing himſelf 
without the leaſt intimation of felf-diffidence; 
and with the molt ſevere cenſures upon others ; 


though the ſubject itſelf hach puzzicg the mot 
| learned, 
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learned, ſagacious and pious minds through 
ſucceſſive ages, and they have entertained ſuch 
widely different ſentiments concerning it. It 
is painful to obſerve, with what ſolemn confi- 
dence thoſe peculiar phraſes are uttered in a 
worſhipping aſſembly, which men have invented, 
to ſhew themſelves wiſe above what is written, 
and concerning the meaning and tendency of 
which, if the ſpeaker was properly interrogated, 
he would ſoon find himſelf involved in the 
greateſt perplexities. In all probability he 
would be obliged to reflect upon himſelf with 
conſcious ſhame, for not underſtanding, either 
what he ſaid, or whereof he affirmed. On the 
contrary, he would find no expedient ſo effec- 
tual, in order to reſtore and maintain the peace 
of his mind, or ſecure his reputation and uſe- 
fulneſs, as both in prayer and preaching to 
expreſs himſelf, as much as poſſible, in ſuch 
terms, as will avoid giving offence, and tend 
to edify true chriſtians of all ſentiments and 
denominations, Or rather, according to the 
excellent advice of Paul to Titus, in dotirine, 
as well as in prayer, ſhowing uncorruptneſs, 
gravity, fincerity, ſound ſpeech, that cannot be con- 
demned; that he that is of the contrary part may 
be aſhamed, having no evil thing to ſay of you. 
Would to Gop, that young miniſters attended 
to this apoſtolic advice, when they are drawing 
up their confeſſions of faith, preparatory to their 
ordination ! And that all thoſe miniſters, who 
aſſiſt on ſuch occaſions, as well as other perſons 
who attend them, would be ambitious of con- 
forming to it themſelves, and take complacency 
in them that do! But if any be otherwiſe minded, 
doting about queſtions, and ſirifes of words, where- 
of cometh envy, ſtrife, railings, evil ſurmiſings, 


and 


* 
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and perverſe diſputings, let us either poſſeſs our- 
ſelves in ſilence, or by the meekneſs of wiſdom 
endeavour to bring good out of evil. 

On the whole, whatever diſagreement there 
hath been, or may continue to be, in the man- 
ner of conception or expreſſion concerning the 
divine nature, it is happy for us, that there is lit. 
tle or none concerning divine love. Loving Gop 
is the life of religion. Thereforg our bleſſed Lord, 
who is himſelf the grand medium of religion, aſk- 
ed Peter, and with him every chriſtian, and every 
chriſtian miniſter, Loveſt thou me? Nothing could 
be more eaſy and intelligible in. itſelf, or more 
important and intereſting to all his followers. 
But that his miniſters might, at once, diſcern 
the ſincerity of their own love to him, and be 
excited to 25 their miniſtry for him, he added, 
Feed my ſheep, feed my lambs. Thus they are 
directed to the beſt expedient for accompliſhing 
the beſt work in the world ; that is, by love to 
Chriſt to draw multitudes to love him. Their 
ſincerely attempting this, and much more their 
ſucceeding in it, is of infinitely greater impor- 
tance, and will be infinitely more for their ho- 
nour and happineſs, than diſputing about the 
doctrine of the Trinity, or gaining over others 
. L 4 . 8 to 

r « Let the ſcriptures ſpeak for themſelves. Let the doc- 
*© trine of Chriſt and his apoſtles be delivered in their own 
„% words, Lay aſide all human inventions and additions 
4% to the words of Gov, all terms that are antiſeriptural 
% and barbarous, and peace and unity will ſoon be reſto- 
« red to the church. Theſe are of infinitely greater value 
„than controverſy ; that 1s, than the rage of parties, 
« "which ſubſiſts principally upon artificial terms, not to be 
% found in ſcripture, but the jargon of ſchool-men, from 

whom we received nothing more than hard names of 
« their own invention, equally the diſgrace of language, 


4% philoſophy and religion.” Dr. Gregory Sharp's Serm. 
No. 16, page 285. | 
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to what they may imagine the moſt rational and 
ſcriptyral. ideas or language concerning it, Your 
partiality, Sir, in my favour, will eaſily credit 
me, (and. O may my quitneſs be in hedven, and 
ny record on high that in this one point are 
centered the u de labours and fervent Prayy 


ers of 
Your' 8, &. 
 Kifderminſer, | 
January _ SIP 
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BOOKS — 37 the Rev. Mr B. FawceTT, and fly 
Y J. Buckland, ar N. 37, in Pater- noſter - Row, l, 
and J. Edgowes, in Shrew{bary. . | 


A — Addreſs to the Chriſtian. Negroes in. Eile and 
other Britiſb Colonies in Nortb America, The 2d.Edit. Price 3 d. 

. 2+ The Grand Inquiry, Am I in Cbriſ er not? The gth Edit. 6 d. 

3 The Sacred Almoner, in two Diſcourſes. 8 d. 
r e oi pan IL, and the Acad 
Sion of K. George II. 6d. 885 

5. A Sermon on 3 of K. Oates m. 6d. 
6. Children ſhouting their Hoſannas to Chriſt. A e, on the 
mm eee „ 


mented and improved, A e. on the Muther 
11 r. Has Fa 6 d. 1 
8. Heavenly Paths. The he an anonymous Author, 2 d. 


9. Abridgement of Mr. Bates Saints everlaſting Reſt, 3d Edit. 3 % 
20. ů— Dying Thoughts. The 2d Edit. Is, 
Us = Life of Faith. Bound 18. 6d, 
12. — Dialogues on Perfonal and Family Religion, between a 
Miniſter and one of his Pariſhioners. To which are added Forms of Prayer 
mw ay Family and Cloſet. The ad Edit, Stitched 18. 
| #3; ——— Caules and Danger of lighting Chriſt and his Goſpel, 
"The pr Edit, 3'd. 
14. Converſe with God in Solitude. The 2d Edit. 6 d. 
6. A Sermon occafioned by the Death of the Rev, Mr, Darracotr. 
The qth Edit, 648, 
156. The Religions Weaver: or, Pjous Meditations on dhe Trade of 
© Weaving, The zd Edit. 1 8. 
15. The encouraging Proſpett, that Relieiqus Liberty will be att 
« Canſidered, and applied-to the Caſe of the Proteſtant Diſſeuters: In a Ser- 
mon preached at Kidderminſter, Nov, 5. 1773 · 6d. 
18. Preaching Chriſt, and nat ſelf, A Sermon at the Ordination of the 
Rev. Mr. Thomas Janet, M. 26, 1774, at Tucker-Strect Meeting, Brie 
To which are added, Mr. Jones's Corifefſion of Faith, and a Charge deli- 
vored on the ſame Oels, by A. Kinſmans 1 fo 


